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ADVERTISEMENT. 

IN  compliance  with  the  requeft  of  fome 
friends,  to  whofe  opinions  I  pay  great 
deference,  the  following  Remarks  on  Dr* 
Lettfom’s  letter  to  Sir  Robert  Barker,  and 
George  Stacpoole,  Efq.  are  reluctantly 
publifhed. 

It  is  undoubtedly  a  matter  of  great  con- 
fequence,  to  determine  whether  the  Ino¬ 
culation  of  a  fmall  number  of  the  poor 
in  this  great  city,  without  the  confent  of 
their  neighbours,  be  a  practice  deferving 
encouragement,  as  the  phyficians  of  this 
pretended  charity  have  advanced  ;  or  whe¬ 
ther  this  mode  of  pra&ice  does  not  endan¬ 
ger  the  lives  of  many  unhappy  perfons, 
who  may  be  in  an  ill  Rate  of  health,  or 
unwilling  to  fubmit  to  Inoculation,  and 
yet  unable  to  avoid  the  infection  ;  and  alfo 
contribute  to  extend  and  continue  a  dif- 
eafe  that  it  fhould  be  every  one’s  care  to 
fupprefs  as  much  as  poffible,  which  is  the 
opinion  that  I  have  fupported.  Yet  inter- 
efting  as  the  queftion  certainly  is,  it  can 

hardly 


[  H  ] 


hardly  be  fuppofed  that  many  will  pur- 
chafe  and  read  what  has  been  publifhed  in 
this  controverfy.  Wherefore,  in  order  to 
make  the  matter  more  publicly  known, 
I  have  determined  to  prefent  the  pamph- 
lets,  which  contain  the  opinions  I  have 
entertained  on  the  fubjeft,  to  fome  coffee- 
houfes,  or  other  places  where  pamphlets 
are  depofited  for  publick  infpedlion.  And 
if  the  gentlemen  who  have  written  on  the 
other  fide  of  the  queftion,  will,  in  the 
fame  manner,  prefent  their  publications, 
the  candid  Public  will  be  enabled  to  judge 
for  themfelves. 
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L  E  T  T  E  R,  &c. 

IN  difputes  on  important  fubjedls,  it 
has  been  frequent  matter  of  complaint, 
that  alfertions  and  arguments,  which  have 
been  confidered  and  refuted,  are  again  in¬ 
troduced  by  new  opponents,  without  tak¬ 
ing  notice  of  what  has  been  objected,  or 
endeavouring  to  throw  new  lights  on  the 
fubjedt.  In  this  cafe,  it  becomes  necef- 
fary  to  give  an  anfwer,  though  it  may  con¬ 
tain  little  more  than  a  repetition  of  what 
has  been  formerly  advanced. 

. «  i  i , ,  . .  > 

This  apology  I  think  myfelf  obliged  to 
make,  on  the  very  unpleafing  occafion  of 

again 


..-(*) 

again  taking  the  pen,  to  make  fome  re¬ 
marks  on  a  letter,  addrefled  to  Sir  Robert 
Barker,  and  George  Stacpoole  Efq.  by 
Dr.  Lettfom ;  in  which,  to  be  as  concife 
as  poffible,  and  to  avoid  entering  on  new 
matter,  I  (hall  pafs  over  that  part  which 

,  i  _ 

relates  to  the  Doctor’s  experience  in  the 
natural  Small-Pox  (though  it  does  not 
agree  with  what  I  have  obferved  in  my 
own  practice),  and  confine  myfelf  to  the 
parts  that  refpedt  General  Inoculation 
only. 

.  After  having  faid  that  the  poor  feem 
defirous  of  having  the  bleffing  of  Inocula¬ 
tion  extended  to  their  families  in  the  fame 
manner  as  the  rich,  the  Dodlor  adds  % 
I  could  not  perceive  any  reafonable 
<c  argument  in  fupport  of  inoculating  per- 
fons  of  fortune  at  their  own  houfes, 
“  which  might  not,  from  the  fame  prin- 
“  ciples  of  humanity,  and  true  policy,  be 
“  extended  alfo  to  the  poor.”  How  well 


a  Letter,  p.  8. 


this 


(  3  ) 

this  opinion  has  been  fupported  by  the 
practice  of  the  fociety  for  General  Inocu¬ 
lation,  will  beft  appear,  by  comparing 
the  accounts  they  have  given,  with  the 
regulations  obferved  in  inoculating  perfons 
of  fortune. 

b  The  phyfician  to  the  fociety  profeffes 
to  inoculate  in  narrow  ftreets,  in  little 
'courts,  and  in  the  midft  of  thofe  who  have 
not  had  the  difeafe;  and  even  on  ground- 
floors,  where  a  number  of  children  in  the 
fame  fltuation  continue  to  play  during  the 
whole  courfe  of  the  illnefs :  in  fhort, 
where  the  intercourfe  between  the  well 
and  the  fick  is  unavoidable,  and  without 

Up1,*'  -* 

taking  the  leaft  care  to  prevent  the  infect¬ 
ion  from  fpreading. 

Perfons  of  fortune,  on  the  other  hand, 
who  inoculate  at  their  own  houfes,  from 
a  juft  fenfe  of  the  infectious  nature  of 
the  difeafe,  obferve  the  moft  fcrupulous 

b  Exam.  p.  17.  Obfer.  p.  .51,  52. 
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care  to  keep  the  inoculated  feparate  from 
others. 

After  this  true  ftate  of  the  cafe,  what¬ 
ever  might  be  the  Doctor’s  former  opi- 

» 

nion,  I  hope  he  will  now  perceive  a  rea- 
fonable  argument,  why  the  Inoculation 
praCtifed  by  perfons  of  fortune  may  be 
fupported,  but  the  mode  adopted  by  the 
fociety  among  the  poor,  be  indefenfible 
from  the  principles  of  humanity  and  true 
policy. 

Upon  a  former  occafion  it  had  been 
aflertedc,  that  a  Angle  inftance  had  not 
occurred  of  the  contagion  being  fpread  by 
a  patient  inoculated  in  this  charity.  In 
anfwer  to  which,  I  proved  \  that  it  was 
impoffible  to  fupport  the  aflertion,  and 
extremely  improbable  that  it  could  be 
true. 

In  the  letter  I  am  now  conlidering,  it 
is  infilled  %  that  the  medical  practitioners 

c  Exam.  p.  16.  d  Obfer.  p.  53,  e  Letter  p.  9,  10. 
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have  carefully  noticed  every  circumftance 
that  could  operate  on  either  fide;  and 
the  refult  has  been,  that  no  inftance  oc¬ 
curred  during  the  fpace  of  two  years, 
from  whence  it  could  be  inferred,  that 
Inoculation  had  communicated  the  difeafe 
to  a  fingle  perfon ;  but  many,  to  prove 
that  it  has  been  the  means  of  obviating 
the  natural  infeftion.  No  account  how¬ 
ever  is  given,  upon  what  foundation  the 
medical  gentlemen  have  made  this  deduc¬ 
tion  :  it  muft  not  therefore  be  taken  for 
granted,  and  indeed  I  think  the  impoffi- 
bility  of  fupporting  the  affertion  may  be 
proved  from  the  following  conliderations, 

/ 

When  a  perfon  is  inoculated,  we  can 
afcertain  the  exaft  time  and  manner  of 
the  infection  being  communicated,  and 
from  whom  it  was  taken ;  but  we  are  not 
endued  with  faculties  to  diftinguifh  either 
of  thefe  circumftances,  with  refpetfl  to  the 
natural  Small-Pox,  which  renders  abfo- 
lute  proofs  of  thefe  particulars  impoffible. 
t  •  :  B  2  To 
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To  apply  what  has  been  advanced,  to 
the  point  in  queftion,  let  it  be  fuppofed 
that  15  or  16000  perlbns  have  the  Small- 
Pox  yearly  in  London  :  fhould  an  inquiry 
be  made  of  individuals,  or  their  friends, 
at  what  time,  or  from  whom,  the  infec¬ 
tion  was  received,  I  am  perfuaded  that  the 

1 

general  anfwer  would  be,  that  the  difeafe 
had  been  in  the  neighbourhood,  but  that 
it  was  impoffible  to  account  at  what 
time,  or  from  whom,  the  infection  had 
been  taken :  except,  indeed,  where  one 
perfon  has  the  Small-Pox,  and  another  re- 
fiding  in  the  fame  houfe,  fickens  of  the 
diftemper ;  in  which  cafe,  the  fource  of 
the  difeafe  may  amount  to  a  moral  cer¬ 
tainty f.  And  on  a  former  occafion,  I 
informed  one  of  the  phyficians  to  the  fo- 
ciety,  of  feveral  inftances  of  this  kind, 
where  the  difeafe  had  been  undoubtedly 
received  from  inoculated  patients,  and 
even  invited  him  to  accompany  me  to 
two  of  thofe  patients,  who  were  then  ill 


Obfer.  p.  60,  61,  62,  63. 
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of  the  fmall-pox  in  a  dangerous  manner. 
My  propofal  was  however  declined,  and 
I  received  for  anfwer,  that  the  Do&or 
could  not  but  exprefs  fome  degree  of  fur- 
prize,  that  I  fhould  imagine  that  inftances 
of  that  kind  fhould  carry  any  convincing 
proof  of  the  infectious  ftate  of  inoculated 
patients,  at  a  time,  when  an  epidemic 
conflitution  of  the  air  prevailed.  If  then, 
proofs  fo  abfolute  were  not  convincing, 
though  at  the  fame  time  the  DoCtor  con- 
fefied  that  he  never  entertained  a  doubt, 
but  that  the  contagion  of  the  Small-Pox 
might  be  propagated  by  Inoculation ;  I 
defire  the  gentlemen  to  defift  from  pofitive 
affertions  that  are  entitled  to  no  credit, 
and  tell  us  plainly  what  were  the  circum- 
ftances  they  carefully  noticed,  and  what 
proofs  they  will  allow  to  be  decifive. 

g  In  the  next  paragraph  Dr.  L.  infills, 
that,  after  inquiries  made,  the  refult  has 
proved,  that  the  fum  of  good  greatly 

s  Letter  p.  10. 
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exceeds  the  fum  of  evil.  But  here  alfo 
he  has  refted  the  balance  of  the  account, 
upon  his  own  pofitive  affertion,  without 
mentioning  the  inflances  of  good  or  evil 
that  were  noticed. 

The  anfwer  therefore  given  to  the  for¬ 
mer  paragraph,  is  applicable  to  this.  But 
if  the  phyficians  to  this  fociety  fhould  per- 
fift  in  their  opinions,  that  the  good  refult- 
ing  from  their  mode  of  pradtice,  is  great¬ 
er  than  the  evil,  although  unfupported  by 

any  other  of  the  profeffion ;  it  well  deferves 

✓ 

confideration,  how  far  they  will  be  jufti- 
fied  in  a  mode  of  practice  certainly  danger¬ 
ous  to  the  lives  of  others. 

Do  not  thefe  gentlemen  know  that  the 
conftitution  of  this  country  is  fo  tender, 
refpedting  the  invafion  of  private  property, 
that  even  a  fmall  piece  of  land,  to  widen 
a  publick  road,  cannot  be  taken  without 
the  fandtion  of  the  legiflature,  or  confent 
of  the  owner  ?  Shall  then  the  health  and 

life  ' 
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life  of  a  man  be  efteemed  of  fmaller  ac¬ 
count  than  a  piece  of  land  ? 

Shall  a  fet  of  men,  for  their  own  pri¬ 
vate  advantage,  take  the  liberty  of  bring¬ 
ing  an  infectious  difeafe  in  a  neighbour¬ 
hood,  without  the  confent  of  others,  who 
cannot  avoid  the  danger  ? 

On  a  former  occafion,  in  reply  to  Dr. 
Watkinfon,  who  had  made  the  fame  affer- 
tion,  I  remarked  that  this  mode  of  rea- 
foning  might  deferve  attention,  if  it  re¬ 
garded  the  difeafe  of  horned  cattle,  or 
brutes,  but  was  fhocking  to  humanity, 
where  the  lives  of  mankind  were  the 
objeCts h. 

Inftead 

h  My  words  were  (Obfervations,  p,  117.)  cc  Can  a 
<c  man  be  fo  unfeeling,  as  to  reafon  cooly  on  the  fum 
<c  of  good  and  evil  produced,  where  the  lives  of  fellow- 
<c  mortals,  equally  precious  to  the  poor  as  the  rich, 
<c  are  the  objeCts  ?”  taking  it  for  granted,  that  a  be¬ 
nevolent  mind  would  be  too  much  warmed  by  the 

♦  . 

affeClions  of  humanity,  to  weigh  cooly  the  uncertain 

benefits 


(  IO  ) 

Inftead  of  retracing  this  fentimenf* 
I  fhall  now  go  farther ;  even  in  the  cafe 

of  horned  cattle,  if  any  one,  from  his 

X  .  j 

own  opinion  of  the  good  being  greater 

than  the  evil,  fhould  take  upon  hirdfelf 

to  inoculate  cattle  for  hire,  and  fuffer 

them  to  intermix  with  thofe  of  the  neigh- 

#  ^ 

bourhood,  who  difapproved  the  practice; 
I  have  no  doubt,  but  in  cafe  of  Ioffes,  an 
adtion  would  lie,  and  damages  be  recover- 

benefits  which  might  pofiibly  arife,  againft  the  rife  of  . 
life  which  muft  certainly  accrue.  The  authors  of  the 
Monthly  Review,  for  April  laft,  having  quoted  this 
paflage,  add,  that  in  their  apprehenfion,  It  is  the 
<c  cool  confideration  of  this  point,  which  alone  muft 
<c  diredf  us  in  every  cafe,  whether  medical  or  politi-  . 
cal,  in  which  the  welfare  of  mankind  is  concerned.” 

'i 

I  believe  it  will  be  found,  that  I  have  paid  proper  at¬ 
tention  to  this  fentiment,  in  what  I  have  written  ; 
particularly  in  page  2  of  the  obfervations,  where  it 
will  appear,  that  the  propriety  of  the  undertaking 
was  recommended  to  the  cool  confideration  and  deci- 
fion  of  difinterefted  and  eminent  phyficians,  either  in 
or  out  of  the  college  j  or  elfe,  that  the  legiflature 
fhould  be  applied  to  for  itsconfent  and  countenance  : 
all  which  propofals  were  rejected, 

ed. 


a 
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cd.  I  fhall  decline  giving  an  opinion  as 
to  the  crime  of  one,  who  fhould,  in  a 
fimilar  manner,  occafion  the  untimely 
death  of  a  fellow-creature. 

The  next  part  of  the  letter  proper  to 
be  noticed,  is  the  1  account  given  of  the 
Inoculation  at  Ware,  in  the  fummer  of 
17779  where  after  about  eighty  perfons  had 
died  of  the  Small-Pox,  a  general  Inocu¬ 
lation  was  propofed,  and  adopted  by  moil 
of  the  furvivors,  a  few  not  chufing  to  fub- 
mit  to  the  expedient.  Not  one  of  thefe 
caught  the  infeftion,  and  after  this  not 

T  *  ,  *  *  f 

one  died,  and  the  infection  was  totally 
eradicated.  Thus  far  I  allow  $  but  the 

»  ♦  f  ^  ..r  •  * 

following  material  circumllances  are  for¬ 
gotten,  and  11111ft  be  added  to  render  the 
account  complete. 

* 

A  general  Inoculation  being  agreed  on, 
and  the  whole  town  apprifed  of  the  mea- 
fure,  fuch  as  were  unwilling  to  fubmit 

*  Letter,  p.  10  and  11. 
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V 

to  the  operation,  took  all  poflible  care  to 
avoid  intercourfe  with  the  infected,  and 
the  greateft  attention  was  obferved,  both 
by  the  medical  gentlemen  concerned,  and 
the  inoculated  patients,  that  the  infe&ion 
fhould  not  be  communicated  to  their 
neighbours.  That  the  infection  was  to¬ 
tally  eradicated,  is  furely  nothing  won¬ 
derful.  For  when  the  whole  town  had 
been  inoculated,  except  the  few  objeftors, 
who  took  care  to  avoid  the  infection,  there 
remained  none  in  the  town  to  take  the 
difeafe. 

This  fupplement  being  made,  the  Ino¬ 
culation  at  Ware  will  be  found k  (like 
fome  other  inftances  that  I  have  formerly 
noticed1)  to  have  been  mo  ft  unfortunately 
feledbed  ,*  becaufe,  inftead  of  refembling 
the  inoculations  of  the  fociety  that  it  is 
produced  to  fupport ;  it  differs  from  their 
mode  of  practice  in  every  eflential  point, 
and  was  in  fa<ft  conducted  exactly  in  the 

k  Letter,  p.  io  1  Sec  Obfer.  p.  3,  49.  72.  74.  82. 
92.  112. 
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fame  manner  that  I  have  earneflly  recom¬ 
mended  in  my  writings,  have  three  times 
praCtifed  at  Hertford,  and  feveral  times 
at  other  places,  accounts  of  which  have 
been  publifhed.  Innumerable  Inoculations 
of  the  fame  kind  haVe  alfo  been  perform¬ 
ed  in  different  parts  of  England  by  other 
practitioners,  to  which  I  fincerely  hope 
many  more,  and  in  ftill  larger  places, 
will  be  added.  But  I  have  not  the  leaf!: 
doubt  that,  in  all,  the  mo  ft  humane 
care  will  be  taken,  that  thofe  who  are  in 
an  improper  ftate  of  health,  and  thofe 
who  objeCt  to  the  practice,  may  not  be 
endangered,  while  others  are  benefited* 


The  Inoculation  at  Ware  was  in  the 
lummer  of  1777.  This  laft  fummer  Dr. 
L.  has  been  feveral  times  at  Hertford, 
and  once  he  did  me  the  favour  to  call 
at  my  houfe  for  a  few  minutes,  when  he 
introduced  the  fubjeCt  of  the  fociety,  by 
faying,  that  their  finances  were  very  low, 

C  2  and 
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and  there  had  been  thoughts  of  making 
fome  alterations  in  their  manner  of  pro¬ 
ceeding  ;  but  for  himfelf,  as  his  friends 
were  engaged  in  a  difpute  concerning  the 
inftitution,  he  had  determined  to  take 
no  part  in  it.  I  only  replied,  that  I  hoped 
whoever  did,  would  keep  to  the  point, 
and  anfwer  the  objections  that  had  been 
made,  without  renewing  affertions  that  had 
been  {hewn  to  be  ill-founded.  He  anfwer- 
ed,  certainly  they  ihould,  for  whoever  neg- 

i 

leCted  this,  would  only  expofe  himfelf. 
No  mention  was  made  about  the  general 
Inoculation  at  Ware  the  preceding  fummer, 
although  I  lived  within  two  miles  of 
the  place,  and  he  might  of  courfe  con¬ 
clude  that  fome  information  might  have 
been  received  from  me.  Why  therefore 
he  neither  chofe  at  this  interview,  or  at 
any  other  time,  to  make  fome  inquiry 
of  a  perfon,  for  whom  he  profeffes  fo 
high  an  efteem,  who  he  knew  did  not  ap¬ 
prove  of  the  inftitution  for  General  Inocu¬ 
lation,  and  who  he  is  perfuaded  would 

unite 
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unite  in  promoting  the  plan,  if  he  was 
convinced  of  its  public  utility,  feems 
fornewhat  myfterious.  I  wifh  however 
he  had,  as  I  believe  a  very  fhort  conver- 
fation  might  have  prevented  his  publifh- 
ing  the  letter  now  under  conflderation, 
and  fpared  me  the  very  difagreable  talk 
of  making  thefe  remarks  on  it. 

.  .  i .. 

With  refpedt  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
letter1,  fo  immediately  refpedling  me,  I 
regret  very  much  that  it  was  not  intirely 
omitted.  An  apology  for  publifhing  his 
fentiments  was  furely  unneceflary.  In 
difputes  of  this  kind,  every  one  fhould 
follow  the  example  of  the  gentlemen  at 
the  bar  ;  who,  notwithflanding  they  fup- 
port  a  caufe  with  great  earneftnefs,  do 
not  retain  the  leaft  refentment  againfl  their 
opponent.  Private  character  had  certain¬ 
ly  nothing  to  do  with  the  fubjeft  on 
which  he  treats ;  and  indeed,  I  fear,  to 
thofe  who  know  the  flight  acquaintance 

1  Letter,  p.  12. 

fubfifting 
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fubfifting  between  us,  the  concluding  pa¬ 
ragraph  muft  appear  'abundantly  too  flat¬ 
tering.  That  mutual  civilities  have  paf- 
fed  the  very  few  times  we  have  had  occa- 
fion  to  meet,  is  true,  but  I  do  not  re¬ 
coiled  that  we  have  fpent  an  hour  toge¬ 
ther,  more  than  once  j  nor  had  we  ever 
any  epiftolary  correfpondence.  There  muft 
be  an  exceffive  avidity  of  praife,  to  render 
fuch  lavifh  and  ill-founded  encomiums 
agreeable. 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


I  A  M  happy  in  being  able  to  congra¬ 
tulate  the  Public,  on  the  decreafe  of 
deaths,  under  the  article  of  Small-Pox, 
in  this  laft  year,  the  number  amounting 
only  to  1425;  an  event  which  might  have 
been  in  part  expedted  from  the  great  mor¬ 
tality  of  the  preceding  year;  fewer  fub- 
jedts  undoubtedly  remaining  liable  to  the 
difeafe,  The  numerous  Inoculations  late¬ 
ly  pradtifed  in  the  adjacent  counties,  have 
alfo,  probably,  contributed  their  fhare  to 
this  defirable  event.  In  page  125  of  the 
Obfervations,  I  have  given  my  reafons  for 
fuppofing  that,  within  the  bills  of  morta¬ 
lity,  the  Small-Pox  has  attained  its  extent 
of  mifchief,  and  that  the  number  of  deaths 
by  that  difeafe  would  probably  decline. 
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